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After setting initial target goals for adequate yearly progress (A YP) in Reading and Mathematics,.
based on 2001-02 assessment data. states are required to develop annual measurable objectives
for the years after that, leading to 100% proficiency in the year 2013-14.

Michigan's proposal for annual measurable objectives was included in the Accountability
Workbook which was approved by the State Board of Education on January 23,2003, and
submitted to the U. S. Office of Education on January 31. The State Board did not formally
approve the Accountability Workbook. The objectives are therefore included here for Board
consideration and approval.

The starting points listed below (under 2002-03) are based on assessment data from the 2001-02
administration of the MEAP tests and represent the percentage of proficient students in a public
school at the 20th percentile of the State's total enrollment among all schools ranked by the
percentage of students at the proficient level.

(Note: The percentage of students proficient in the lowest scoring subgroup in Michigan -
"Students with Disabilities" - was lower than the percent proficient using the 20th percentile
method stated in the previous paragraph.)

A table listing the starting points (2002-03) and subsequent annual measurable objectives ispresented below: -
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The above data are presented below in graphic fonn, for both Reading/English language arts and
Mathematics:



Page 3

Michigan's application of the above annual measurable objectives is consistent with Michigan's
experience with its school improvement initiatives. Michigan anticipates that the strongest
academic gains will occur in later years, after refonns have been institutionalized, needed
resources brought to bear, technical assistance provided, and capacity improved.

The growth expectations reflected in the graphs above assume that low-perfonning schools must
develop a shar~ coheren~ and explicit set of non11S about what constitutes a high perfomling
school before the most substantial improvement in test scores will occur. These shared norms
and expectations require a significant investment in the knowledge and skills of teachers in low-
perfonning schools and school districts before the most substantial improvement gains will be
realized. For this reason, Michigan's improvement expectations, while substantial throughout
the 12-year trajectory, are more ambitious in the later years of the timeframe than they are in
earlier years.


